This article aims to introduce and critically analyze the jurisprudence and its application in the UPP case in South Korea

Introduction
On December 19, 2014, the Constitutional Court of Korea ("CCK") decided to dissolve the Unified Progressive Party ("UPP") and to disqualify the five National Assembly members affiliated with the UPP. It is the first case of this kind in Korean constitutional history after 1948.
The dissolution process was based upon Articles 8(4), 111(1), and 113(1) of the Constitution of the Republic of Korea ("ROK"), while the disqualification decision was made without any basis in written law. Article 8(4) endows the Executive with the power to bring before CCK an action that can dissolute a political party, which has the purposes or activities of violating the so-called "democratic basic order" (民主 的 基本秩序). Also, Articles 111(1) and 113(1) presents that CCK may make a decision to dissolve a political party with the concurrence of at least six out of nine justices. The major legal issues at stake, in this case, are basically two-fold: first, what are the requirements for the dissolution of a political party? i.e., whether or not the party violated or abused the democratic basic order?; second, how strict a standard might be applied to discover such an infringement? These two issues should be tackled best through considering the fundamental principles of why democracy pertaining to value relativism and plurality of political powers institutionalizes the mechanism of compulsory exclusion of a political party from the official political system.
The historical and constitutional ramification of the UPP case allow us to assess the present circumstances of Korean democracy and the role of constitutional adjudication in the democratic order in Korea.
The rudimentary objective of this research is to introduce the essential elements of CCK's jurisprudence in this case and to dissect them critically with distinct references to the case law of the European Court of Human Rights ("ECtHR"). This paper is made out of five parts including a short Introduction and Conclusion. Part two will discuss the idea and ideology of modern constitutional democracy. Part three will break down the jurisprudence of CCK in the UPP dissolution case. Part four will criticize the reasoning of CCK in this case.
